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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The examiner is in receipt of applicant's response to office action mailed 
8/23/2006, which was received 1/23/2007. Acknowledgement is made to the 
amendment to claims 1 and 10, and the addition of claim 20. Applicant's amendment 
and arguments have been carefully considered and were found persuasive, however, 
after further searching the following new ground of rejection follows: 

Examiner's Note 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers or figures in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. In regards to claim 1, it 

is not clear what is an exchange? Is it hardware, software or data? If there is hardware 
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in an exchange, then the claim can be functional or nonfunctional descriptive material 
per se. Assuming for the sake of argument that it's data or software, then it appears the 
claim is directed to descriptive material per se with no computer readable medium and 
is thus nonstatutory. With respect to whether it is functional or nonfunctional descriptive 
material, there's not enough information in the claim to clearly meet the IEEE definition 
in MPEP 2106 to clearly qualify the instance or exchanges as data structures, therefore 
the instance and the exchange are considered nonfunctional descriptive material. Also, 
paragraph 33 of the PGPub states an "instance... is a logical concept". It's not clear 
what physical structure this is supposed to imply. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
Applicant claims in claim one that the common instance is a single database, however, 
claim 9 indicates that the common instance may be implemented over more than one 
database. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Covisint (a collection of articles and web pages found on PTO 892). 

In regards to claims 1-20, Covisint teaches all the features of the instant 
invention. For instance, Covisint teaches a plurality of automakers using a common 
instance to conduct business with common vendors utilizing the same common instance 
(Covisintl). Covisint further teaches sub-schemas within the overall database schema 
to support individual purchasing departments of different automakers, Ford, GM, 
Daimler Chrysler and Nissan (Covisint2). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Fadok whose telephone number is 571.272.6755. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday thru Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on 571.272.6763. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 



Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450 



or faxed to: 



571-273-8300 



[Official communications; including 



After Final communications labeled 



Box AF"] 



For general questions the receptionist can be reached at 



571.272.3600 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Mark Fadok 



Primary Examiner 



